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INTRODUCT ION

This study was concerned with comparing the grade point averages
of community college transfer students with those of tne native students
in e‘professional education program, The researcher also attempted to
identify the difference whioh might eiist between the two groups in
- terms of socioeconomiC'status, incidence of 1ntergeneratlonal social

- mobility, and future profe551onal goals.

Hypotheses . : ' J—

Basic to this study were the following hypotheses;

le A signifioant difference of academic achievementvas ‘measured
by grade p01nt average £%ists betwetn native and tranfer students
during thelr first year of upper d1v191on studies W1th1n the College of
Education of Glassboro State College. | e

N Transfer students from New Jersey County 0011eges‘represent‘

a lower 1evel of soc1oeconom1c staﬂus than do native students w1th1n“
the College of Educatlon of Glassboro State College.

35‘ A greater 1nc1dence of upward 5001a1 moblllty ex1sts w1thin
the transfer group than wlthln the netlve group.

be A p031tive relatlonshlp does exlst between Soc1oeconomlc

status and academlc achlevement.



Description of the Subjects

The two‘groups studied consisted entirely of members of the Class
of 1971 who were‘matriculated in the Colleée of FEducation at Glassboro
State College during the 1969~ 1970 academie year. A total of 736 |
questionnaires vere returned to the researcher, which represented 71. 3
percent of the educstion majors of that rlass. Completed questionnaires
were returned by ninety two community colleg transfer studentsiand 569

native students.

Data Gathering Procedure

The questionnaire was administered to the students of the Class of ‘
1971 through the eooperatwon of professors reprenenting seventeen
departments. The questionnaire was administered during the Spring
Semester of the 1969-1970 academic year. A total of 569 native'and
’ninety-two transler students r°sponded to the instrument Fourteen
‘questionnaires were returned incomplete, and an additional sixtyrone‘
"'instruments were returned by students who had transferred from eitherd
another four~year college or the Divi81on of Continuing Education of
Glassboro State College. These were discarded prior to the analysis‘\’
iof the data.“ B o |

The questionnaire was diuided into four sections. Sections I,
'II,’and IV Were comprised of 1tems developed by the researcher. Section
~VZIII, entitled F%mily Background, consisted of four items which together ,

:,comprises the Family Social Status‘ (FS) scale dhich ia published by

o Educational Testing Service. Raw scores on: the scale range from le ‘

';.fﬁtthrough fifty-four' with high scores indicating high status.; fi*{ﬁ’*f5}“‘“




‘The grade point averages of eight hundred native and 11\ trans-
fer education majors were made available through the computer services

of the Division of Educational Services of Glasshoro State College.

Analy81s of Data

The grade polnt averages of’the natlve and transfer students
for the l969-1970 academlc year were Compared through the application
of the formula for the ana1y51s of variance of gronps of unequal size,
The scores of socloeconomlc suatus of the natlve and. transfer students
.were compared through the appllcatlon of the same formula. 1
Slnce the natlve and transfer students»had attained the same
" level of educatlon, the educatlonal levels of the fathers of both groupsﬁ
were compared by Computlng the t-test for comparison of the mean scores,
This comparlson enabled ‘the researcher to detern1ne if the attalnment
of upper d1vis1on status promoted the upward social moblllty of e1ther
‘of the student groups to a greater degree. o 7

The Correlatlon coefflclent us1ng COded scores was computed to

. a
o

rfdetermlne the relatlonshlp whlch exlsted between academlc achlevement

, and SoCiOGConOMIC status.,t'

: Related to Academlc Achlevement

The grade p01nt‘averages whlch uere attalned by the natlve and

?uatransfer students_du kng the1r flrsc year of professlonal tudies were f,k“”nﬁ

’;b}uldentlfwedfand compared ’A"analysis of th ”varlance‘of theugrade~polnt .
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first year of upper‘division professional studies.

The literature has not only been concerned with native and
transfer student achievement during their first ycar of professional
studies, but has also been concerned with the pattern of transfer student

achievement in upper division studies. Due to the discrepancies in the

' literature,‘theiresearcher was prompted to determine the pattern of

‘transfer student success in the College of Education of Glasshoro State

College. The Fall Semester grade point avetages of the‘nvtive and

transfer atudentSVWete oompared through the‘appllcatxon of . the formula
for awalysls of variance. Thesefgradejp01nt avcrages represented the
achievement- of the studenta for their first semester of upppr d1ulslon
studxes. The mean grade pecint averagc of the native studtnts for that

semester was 2.63, w1th the transfer gtudents earning a mean average

of 2.58.‘ The‘obtained-value of F did not equal or surpass the tabled

value of F ct the OS.IeVel of cénfidence.

Since- a slgnlfxcant dxfference of grade poxnt average exxsted

between the groups for the fxrst year of upper d1v1sion studles,:and l

not for the flrst semester,:it was declded to compare the grade p01nt,

averages of the natlve and transfer students for th Spr1ng Semestez

L

ﬁ‘of 1970 The mean grade point average of the natlve samnle for this

1semester was 3 ?O. The mean grade poxntjav rage of the transftr samp]ej-

for the same’ eemester waa 3. OA ‘ The mean gradt point averages for bothlur‘*

‘ groups had 1ncreased during thetr second aemester o{ uper d1v1510n

“study, the nattve to a greater degret.' lhe varlanc o5 of the grade

analyzed and the reqults 1nd1tatcd‘

s




The achievement of the transfer and native students was similar
during the Eall Semester of 1969. However, the achievement of the
native students was significantly greater than that of "the transfer
students during the Spring Semester of l970; ‘The grade point sverage—

of the nat1ve group for the total 1969 1970 academic year was significant-

ly greater than that of the transfer group.‘

“

!
l

“Related to_Socioeconomic Status
Thelscores of socioeconomic status of the native and community‘
college transfer‘students’were compared} A greater variability of
soc1oeconom1c status existed within the transfer group, but that Varl-‘
ability was not signiticantly greater than the variability which existed
within the native sample When thescores of soc1oeconomic status of
the two'groups were Compared the analysis 1nd1csted that a s1gn1f1cant
d:fference of socioeconomic status did not ex1st between the community
‘college transfer and native students 88 groups. |
It was also 1ndicated that rhe educational’backgrounds‘of the
‘,fathers oi5bot* the nativeﬂand transfer students were similar.;‘When
,the educational 1evel of the students was compared with that of the
”fathers, it was obvious that‘tne attainment of upper division status
had’ promoted the 1ntergenerational social mobility of the students lr"
:within both groups.a Since tne educational 1evels of the fathers of |
both the native and transfer students were similar, it was indicated
‘rf that the transfer students were nat experiencing a greater 1nc1dence

“”fof’upward social mobility than were the native students.;&

| The 1iterature indicat'd‘that the social class membership of an i
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gent a lower level of sociai-class, and since the sample trsnsfer
students were idund to be of the same soc 1oeconomic status as the
native studente; the researcher decided to determine whether orlnot
the professional_goals‘of transfer students are different from those

of native students when significant differences of socioeconomic status

do not exist between the groups. The questionnaire asked the sgtudents’

Hto 1nd1cate their professronal goals immediately upon graduation and

five years after graduation. The review of those responses allowed

‘the rescarcher to group the expressed professional goals intn‘four‘

)

categories. The chi square teat was computod and the value of chi

sduare was: not significant. The data, indicated thst the stated pro-. -

fessional goals of the tranefer students were not 91gnif1cant1y different

from those of native etudents when‘the‘grpups were representative of

the same eoeibetdnomic etatus.~ | |
Sinee‘the‘profeeeionai goals 6f theltrsnefer and native studente

were found to be\similar, the researcher then decxded to determine

whethcr or not profeesional goals were aeeociated with the eocioeconomic

status of the studente.: The levele of eocioeconomic status which ex1sted:;”

‘lwithin the student sample were establiahed by computing the quartilee

Ve

of the ecorea of eocioeconomic statue. The goale of the studente wered‘

~identified and the frequencies entered in the appropriate cella.‘~Ther

'fobtained chi square value was not significant. It could be 1nierred

vfrom thL data that no relationship existed betweonwlevel of socio—g

h \

B etonomic status nnd the professiondl g“als of education maJors.‘




The data have indicated that a significant negative relationship‘
exists between socioeconomic status and grade point average achievement

within the College of Education of Glassboro State College.

CONCLUSIONS

Based on the findings of this study,~these following conclusions
have been reached concerning those similarities and dlfferences which
exlst between community collepe transfer and native educatlon majors

at (lassboro State College.

Related to Academic Achievement
| Community college tranfer students achieved as well 2s native
‘students when they were in direct competltlon for grades in tradltlonal |
‘ classroom situatlons durlng thelr f1rst semester of professional upper
*]‘division studies. Both the transfer and‘natlve educatlon majors experi-‘
' lenced a galn in academic achlevement dur1ng thelr second semester of M
"'professlonal study. The galn experienced by the nat1ve students was :'
‘grea er than that of the transfer students. The grade polnt average
g achlevement 01 the natlve students uring the second semester was
lsvrsignificantly greater than that of the transfer studenos. The greater

' 1_second semester achievement of the native student was suf’lcient enough“w‘

‘,to create a significant difference of achlevement between fhe two groups;o‘

v}gin terms of their achievement for the total f1rst year of professional |




'"“economic status.sf]fﬁf“‘

- Related to Socioeconomic Status

The'community college transfer and native education majors were
representative of the same population in terms of sociOeconomic status.
The variabiiity of 30cioeconom1c status which existed within the trans-
fer population was only slightly greater than that of the native students}
It may‘hevconcluded that the New Jersey=community colleges included in
this‘study have not nrovided access to upper division professionel |

education studies to students of a lower social class than that typically

represented by native education majors.

It is a fact that the state colleges of New Jersey ‘have been

forced to refuse admission to ‘the majority of applicants. It is evident- .-

 that students have‘found an alternate route for admission into the

teaching profession, a orofession which initially admits students

‘representatiye of similar family backgrounds. : o -

It was determined that the-fathers of‘the native and transfer‘.

fstudents were s1milar in terms of educational background ‘ Intergener~
‘:ational social mobility through higher education was experienced to the .
‘hlsame degree by both the native and transfer students._ The professional
:goals which were Pxpressed by the native and transfer students were Rt

‘similar.‘

The profeasional goals of education majors were not directly

_;associated with the type of . institution im which they completed their
' ~lower division studies, nor were they directly associated with their‘,
L level of socioeconomic starus. Education majors nave indicated that

i,*they are committed tothe education profession regardless of socio-ll

%tThe social rlass membership of the education major seemed to




be‘negatively related to his academic success in upper division studies.
The findings support. the conciusion‘that the lower status student has
tended to achieve at a higher level than the student of a higher socio-

economic status,

IMPLICATIONS

Pertaining'to Academic
- Achievement

The literature‘generally indicates. that community college;students
 tend to compete more‘successfully with native students as they‘advance‘
bthrough each seu zster of upper divisionistudy.‘A;reverse pattern of
transfer student achlovement was lound to exist: at Glassboro State éollege.
‘The transfer students at’ Glassboro 9tate uollepe competed successfully
with the natlve students durlng the1r flrst semester of upper lelSlon :h
.‘study. Both the transfer and natlve students upgraded thelr level of
‘5‘acnievement during the second semester of profe881ona1 study. However,rﬂ‘
‘the achlevement enjoyed by the native students was signlflcantly greater
than that of the transfer students durlnp ‘the Qprlng Semester. ‘ |

| Slnce the same students were involved in the analysis for both

‘ ‘senesters, it would seem reasonable to assume that the dlfferences of
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achievement which existed during the Spring Semester‘were the result of

a variable unique to that period of time. The swcond‘semester experience
differed from the first semester experience in that the students partici-
pated in a professional_laboratory experience during the Spring Semester |
of 1970. -This professional laboratory;experience was similar in many
ways to the’experience often referred to‘asﬁstudent teaching; This
“experience required that the students‘function in an actual classroom
situation under the supervision of both a classroom teacher and a college

supervisor. This observation may be meaningful;fespecially when recog-~

- nizing that Haberbosch found that native students of the School of

Education at the Un1vers1ty of Kansas surpassed junior college transfers
on grades received: in student teaching.1

It was found that the native studentsvin the College'of Education:
of‘Glassboro-State Collegeachievedbetter‘than‘the transfer students
when they were in d1rect competition for grades during a semester in
which they were required to’ participate in a professlnnal laboratory
‘,experience. | | B
| While it was found that the transfer students achieved signifi—

‘ cantly lower than the native students during the second semester it
;‘ishould be recognized that they did achieve at a level which may be
‘considered to be above sverage. The transfer students were successful =

in. upper division Studlcs in Spite ot the fact that they were initially

7;admitted to lower division studies through a system of "Open door" ad-p;

1John Ferguson Haberbosch 'WA Comparison of the Academic Success

‘”*fofMﬁative Students and Junior College Transfers Who Graduated From: the

'VJJSchool of. Education, University of Kansas, 1956 19603ﬁ
j“dissertation, University‘of Kansas, '1961), P 68 ey

ft(Unpublished Ed D.n;f”vv'f



‘1’1” :

'fv§7misuions. The achievement ot these transfer students prompts cne to

"hquestion whether or‘nor varying ]ower division exporiencea afrect the . upper‘
‘division success‘of students to an important degree. |
S " A limitation of this study was rhat no attempt was made tor
‘zhcontrol for‘dirterenceaiof academic aptituden‘betweenrthe native and

if‘transfer students. -] ‘is possible that the system of higher education

f‘;‘of New Jeraey had already controlled for that variable. The higher

aociallstatus students at Glassboro may not have met the academic re-
' yquirements of,the more,prestigious institutions of‘the‘State. Students
"of ‘a lower academic aptitude'whowereinitially matriculated in a county
hpcollege transfer program may have been counseled to transfer to another

fgprogram, they may have been dismissed, or: they may have withdrawn vol-

‘ffﬁ‘untarily.‘ While the county colleges have encouraged students to take‘

'?‘f advantage ot the opportunities which they offer, they may have 8180

(}altered the goals of their less able transfer studenta. This implica-

"h ;tion is not in conflict with the opinion of Sewell and Shah who stated'

‘H;fthat the educarional system "sorts people according to differencea in

B valued abilities, channels them into streams of training which develop

-hisltheir capacities, and encourages them to aspire to adult roles that are

{in keeping with their talents ”2

“ Since the Spring Semester grade point average most frequently

”‘nassigned to the: native students was a perfect 4 0, it may be inferred

"‘that the grades asaigned during that semester discriminated to a minimal

fdegree within the native population of education majora. The grades

ok : 2William H. Sewell and Vimal P. shah,«"Socioeconomic Status,
-Y}QIntelligence, and the Attainment of Higher Education,ﬂ Sociology of
xfggggggigg, 40 l, Winter, 1967.;‘; o B
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assigned implied that the greater number of native cducation majors
were able to fdnction exceptionally well when they -were placed in a

.1l ‘laboratory experience.

qvning.tGHSociéccbnOmic‘Status*

“Edﬁtatofs'have‘clhimed thht theicommuhity college serves stu-
dents of a lower soeial class. It‘has alse:been elhimed thaththese_twb-
yeer cdlleges offer opportunities to students who repfesent a hroadcf

hectrum of social class than that typicnlly rcpwesont d by students of
fourfyea; colleges.‘ To summar:ze, the communltv college has been vxewcd
éé‘thht insLithtioh whith-is:structureduto assist a wide range of persons
in improving thcif‘statusvin_eociety. |

The county eoliege'transfer'studehts who entered the Coliege

" of Education'of”Classboro‘Statc College=wero'rcprcsentativc ol the samu-

soc1oeconom1t status as that reprcsented by those native students who

entered Glasshoro in September of ]967 I may be 1mplicd from these

‘data that elther the college of educat1on and those communlty collegcs

serve”studehts of,the same social class‘or‘that those’county'éolleges
i . : .
of: Ncw Jersey have not prov1dcd access: to upper d1v15101 profeseional

studies:to students-of a 1ower social.status. IL is, quite possxble

due to thc crowded condltlon in the state: collogos, that tho county

‘colleges up until this time have been serving as extensions to those

four-year 1nstitutions.,'

The literature has stated that people frequently view higher edu-
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cation as a vehicle which supports ‘upward social mobility.' The state-
ment has been made that it is easier for a student of a lower social |
‘status to move upward than it is for a student of a higher social back-
grounc. Students from the upper social classes may be required to attend
‘ graduate school ‘as a manifestation of upward soclal mobility. The data
]have indicated.that students of a higher soc1oeconomic status do not tend
to achieve as well in terms of grade point average as do students of the
lower social status in the College of'Education. The literature has indie,
cated that students‘of a higher socioeconomic background tend to matricu-v

‘late within either e Dublic‘university or a’ private four-year college.3

"The high socioeconomic status students at Glassboro State College may notv.”»”

have been able to attend other types of colleges due to weaknesses in -

academic aptitude.
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TEACHER EDUCATION

1. An increasing number of students are‘entering professional
4 education programs after completing lower division studies in a community
:college. The receiving colleges should continually evaluate the achieve-
"'ment of these students after transfer._o" g V |
2. It is possible that professional laborstory‘experiences
. ptesent more difficulty to transfer students than to native education
majors.’ Research should be conducted to determine if any specific

requirements are uniquely difficult for the transfer student.~

,‘ 3K. Patricia Cross. The Junior College Student : A'Research f
Description (Princeton New Jersey.;‘EducationaloTesting‘Service,.1968);‘

.tbpo 150




3. The College oanducation of Glassboro State College should conw
sider the possibility of an alternate system of student evaluation in |
relation to professional laboratory experiences.

‘h.f Recognizing the increased involvement of community colleges
in the education of future teachers, colleges of education should main—
tain an offiCial channel of communication with CQmmunity college per-

_sonnel. This structure could promote the establlshment of a system of |
_ articulation which woule be supportive in terms of transfer student

‘achievement.

| 'RECOMMENDATIONS FOR.FUTURE RESEARCH

- ‘ The findings and concluSions of this study have motivated the
researcher to suggest that the follow{ng studies be initiated.

1. Researchers should compare the socioeconomic status ‘of total
community college student populations with those of other higher educa-
tion populations. This would enable researchers to determine if, in
fact, community colleges are providing educational opportunities to
students who represent a. lower level of socioeconomic status._

based on the recognition that the achievement of community
,gcollege transfer »tudents may vary from institut:on to institution,.‘
Ythe achievement of. transfer and native students in profeSSional education
‘pprograms should be compared with the design of the research alloWing for :
the control of academic aptitude. |

'l'3.* The academic achievement of community college transfer students fp~

”should be compared Hith the achievement of natiVe students‘
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in a professional education program for the total two year period of
upper-division study. An appropriate standardized instrument of

achievement should be utilized

;
-

'4. A follow- -up study of teaching effectiveness shou1d be initi-;
ated which compares the effectiveness of transfer students with that of
native students {mmediately upon graduation.

| 3. Institutional research‘should'attempt‘to determine whether
or_not'transfer students achieve as well as native:students in other.
specific professional programs.

6. An attempt should be mado to determine whether or not stu-
dents who are experiencing upward socialhmobility through higher edu—
cation achieve to a higher degree than students who are not upwardly
- mobile. |

7. Cooperative research projects should be. initiated between

two-year and four -year: colleges in:an’ attempt to identify those similar—‘-h‘,

itiea and differences which exist between their students.




